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ThanJc you for the warm welcome you have given to our family

as we come back to Korea . And what a great privilege it is to be

back. Now I really feel at hone again, for Korea is my kchyana

.

It is home for everything but my tongue which somehow refuses to

speak Korean and keeps on speaking in English. I am Korea-bcrn.

I was brought up on the banks of the Taedong River beneath

beautiful ncran-bona, but I still can / t speak Korean well ! I have

too quickly forgotten whatever I once knew. Please forgive me

.

But I coxae back, as a filial son, to honor my father who

landed here in Korea one hundred years ago. It was his twenty-

sixth birthday, Jan 25, 1890 . He had graduated from seminary in

1838, and though he vantad to go to the mission field, he took the

pasrorate of a little church in Missouri to test himself . If the

people ask me to stay after one year, he said to himself, I will

go tc Korea as a missionary; but if they don 7 1 want roe to stay,

that will be a pretty good sign that God doesn't think I would make

a very good missionary.
.
How glad we are , as a family, that they

did indeed ask him to stay, and that he said
f

"No, you are verv
A

kind, but the Lord is telling me He wants me to go to Korea. n

So now three of his five sons have come to honor him. The

other two ars in heaven . Four of the sons became ministers . Two

of his daughters- in- law are with us , and a grandson who bears his

nane, Sanuel Moffett, and a great-granddaughter . All the rest of

the family send greetings . Father now has eight grandsons, five

granddaughters
, 9 great-grandsons, and 8 great-granddaughtars

,

We thank you for your prayers and your welcome and for remembering

Ma Moksa who worked with ycu
A
to "build up for God's glory the great

Korean church. The Korean church is indeed a miracle of God's

grace

.

all tine Lord has blessed us as a family, and has blessed you as

members in Christ of one of the greatest Christian churches in the

world

.

What a wonderful 100 years this has been. Through them



The Moffetts come from the town of Moffat in Scotland , that tiny,
rocky northern country of poets and preachers and engineers • There
was something of all three in my father— a poet’s vision , a preacher '

^

fire, and an engineer ' s gift for finding workable solutions to
practical problems

• ,

1. Let me begin with the /vision . Moffett had enough of the
lyrical Scot in him to take bagpipe records out to Korea when Edison ka
invented his talking machine , so that his five sons would grow up to
the sound of the pipes . But that is not what I mean by saying that
his mission began with a poet's vision . Poetry to a Scots Presbyterian
is more than music . It is theology

.

Moffett ' s^m^s,s^on to Korea began with great and impossible
dream that swep^^mer ican college students of the 1880s and 1890s
into the Student Volunteer Movement • Its slogan was "The Evangelization
of the World in Our Generation". At Hanover College in Indiana where he
was elected president of the college YMCA and tied for first place
scholastically in his graduating class , he found that the student
volunteers for mission were the most effective mem^bers of he YMCA,
By the end of the century the Student Volunteer Mc/vement was sending
out 2000 missionaries a year for a while • Underwood at New Brunswick
in New Jersey, and Moffett and Gifford and Baird and Swallen and
Bernheisel at McCormick Seminary in Chicago were among the
volunteers who came in the early years to Korea

.

Theologically themovment is sometimes misrepresented as
foolishly promising that the whole world would be converted in one
generation . But these pioneers were not that naive . They were
realists and theologically literate enough to know that it is the
Holy Spirit who converts, not men or women . And the Spirit works
when, where and how He pleases . No, that slogan, "The Evangelization
of the World in Our Generation" was a vision, and a challenge , not a

tr iumphalist d for converts Their task, they believed, was
simply to proclaim the good news to those who had never been given a

chance to hear it. And in those terms / it was not as impossible as i

sounded . In fact, as Prof . Latouret te 1 s three volumes on the "Great
Century of Missions”, the 19th century, (in his History Christian
Expansion

)
so clearly shows f in not much more than their "one

generation' 1 those pioneers of a hundred years ago came nearer than
most people realize tc carrying the gospel and planting the church
in every nation of the world. That is how the gospel came to Korea
with those first Protestants in 1884 . And how Moffett reached Chemulpc
in January 1890 . He had a vision • The Koreans in the Pyemgyang area
gave him a nickname , "The Looking ^an> • He kept planning
ahead toward his vision of all Korea for uh*r ist

.

2 . The Preacher s Fire . But it takes more than a vision to
move ahead towarc a goal . It was the powerful combination of that
theological vision with the preacher ' s fire in him that took Mcf f ett
out of Seoul and sent him north into territory forbidden for foreign
residence beyond the safety of the treaty ports, Seoul and Pusan

.
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Dr. Richard Baird once told me a story he he rd from his father

,

that at one of the early meetings of Seoul station' Moffett came

storming into the meeting and said, "The Lord did not send me to

Korea to spend the rest of my life teaching the beys in tnat schcc

(the small" orphanage started a few years earlier which had been

turned over to him for supervision in 1890 ) how to bound" the state

of North Carolina !

" . That was how they taught geography, American

geograDhy f in those days by taking a state and 111011105^5 names

of all‘ other states that touched it. Moffett who had already begun

to revis^ the curriculum to include Chinese characters , and more ^

Korea^T background , was still dissatisfied . He was determined to

reach out beyond the treaty settlements into the interior and
live and preach the gospel there

.

His first trip north was with Appenzeller f the Methodist . And

he kept going back, trying to make a beachhead for the missi 1 in

the old capital of Pyengyang , famous for its wickedness f its beautiful
^kisaeng/T and its tiger-hunters . He was stoned in the streets on

one occasion, but that was not unusual in Pyengyang which was a—
well-known for its great stone fights . The man who led the mob later
became the Korean church ' s own first missionary, but that is another
story . Anyway, after many attempts he was finally able to remain
and begin settled residential missionary work.

The theology of his early preaching was very simple , and
remarkably well contextualized , to use a later popular missioiogical
word . They tell me he would stand up in the market place on a

market day and begin by saying something like this : "I am not at
all afraid of your ts .

"

Now every one was afraid of evil
spirits in those days

^
^tne people would begin to listen . "I’m not

afraid of the spirits", he would go on "because I know the Great
Spirit, God" . There had been a dispute among the missionaries as
to what they should call God in Korean • Some wanted to use the Chinese
term, ,, Chon-Ju" (Heavenly Lord ) but gthers / including my father

,

felt a Korean word would be better little-used name of a spirit
no longer associated with any organized religion or temple , the
nama "Hananim”. So he said / "I know the Great Spiri t # Hananim”,
ar. J Lhe uiarkex: people 1 iked its more familiar Korean sound .

4*ted
"I’m not afraid of little evil spirits because n Hananim , loves me

,

•’and if he loves me, no other spirit can hurt me . And the proof of
his love is that he sent his only Son , Jesus, to die for me and
save me." The people understood that kind of theology , and seemed
more ready to here it there than elsewhere . It was there in the
northwest: that the first great explosions of Korean church growth
occurred # and Pyengyang , the city that had begun by stoning the
missionary was soon being called •• Yerusalem. , the city of churches,
because thev ^ey thought a Christian c i t v should be called by the
name of the e of the Christ ian

c

^u^ Jerusalem

.

Perhaps "fire’ is the wrong word to describe Moffett 1 s preaching

.

It was v arm, and gentle , and winning . Not very dramatic. He was
never a mass evangelist, but preferred one-on-one personal conversations
with people ^bout thenr lives and hopes, and about Jesus Christ, the
living Lordly the^S-Jope of the world . < ”

1 “
CL , y' ^ ' . / “ \ A“ rww i .

'
e fev» di Vk Jl ia/t^ t «/ 6T

cur
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But when the fire fell, as in the great Korean revival of
1906 and 1907, he welcomed it. Kiel Sun-Joe Mo!<sa , of Pyengyang

,

father ' s closest Koroan associate by that time , who would soon
take father ' s place as pastor of the first church in Pyengyang,
was organizing early morning prayer meetings for the converts,
and Dr. Hardie of Wonsan was also calling the Methodists to
prayer for renewal , and father organized the first such meetings
for Methodists and Presbyterians alike in Pyengyang . But when

,

while f athe^ was away on a trip to America / those prayer meetings
exploded inr emot ion-f i lied revival meetings that observers compared
the Wesleyan revivals in England , and father returned to Korea , some
wondered how his sober , steady Presbyterian theology would react
to such dramatic outbursts of the spirit in his church . But
Moffett ' s theology was 3iblical first , and Presbyterian only second

,

"The first Pentecost was Biblical", he said • "SO let us be careful
lest by opposing renewal and revival in the church today , we
be guilty of opposing the Holy Spirit .

" He felt that the revival
experiences of those days was the Spirit ' s method of cleansing
and purifying the sudden expansion of church growth that had
begun to amaze both the missionaries in Korea and their mission
boards at home

.

a.

3 • The Engineer 1 s Practicality? A Theology for t>»e A Church

.

Five years^^earl ier , in 1902 , a year after accepting his first two
students for theological training for the ministry in the seminary
he founded, Moffett looked back over his first twelve years of
work: in the north , and while rejoicing at the impressive and
unexpected growth of the church there , tried to explain the
inner reasons for the sudden change he saw all around him,

How had a region which seemed so adamantly resistant to
theVgospel . c quickly received it? How had a city which had
ha t^ad him, stoned him, tried in every way to drive him out

y
and

over and over again threatened to kill him,— and with him, all
who followed his teaching turned into a city whose largest
building was now a Christian church, a city where 2000 people
gathered for worship every Sunday r and where 25 other new churches
had sprung up within 20 miles

A
of the once “wicked" city

.

The reasons, he concluded back then in 1902, were three-fold,
and these three formed the working core of his theological
convictions

7
i w iu c U4•

,
I t w(

on material success mrnm _ ignored ^he priority of the
spiritual and transcendent character of the Christian world-view
will distort the basic message of the gospel . "There must be no
appeal to selfishness," he wrote . "No material, financial,
educational or other advantages" can be allowed to obscure the
ultimate truth that he gospel’s only final blessings are victory
over sin by the love and grace of God , 5M by tmm i “rnt; Christ ' s

atoning work of salvation on the cross , and by the empowerment
of the Holy Spirit toward repentance for sin # The result ^

1
: - r-rf peace and joy not only in this world but for eternity

.

n We have not held forth [a promise ] of a life of ease f
" he wrote,

"but one of reproach and persecution 0 which nevertheless gives

18-



such peace and peace and joy as none of this w r d*s material
success can ever offer . And because his own experience ' *c

Pyongyang matched all that he said, the people believed him.

b. ^rophasis^n evangelism. He insisted that evangelism is
u the mission of the church", the^only work of the church that other
bod r of well-meaning people can do. Others can educate heal

,

help and civilize, but only Christians can evangelize . "The
preaching of the gospel," he wrote, is the God-ordained means 11

to accomplish the mission to which Christ calls his church.
"Education, philanthropy, civilization are not the object of
evangelism, nor its means, but the result of evangelization."
Of course medical work is extremely important . Jesus healed the
sick and so should his disciples . But that is secondary to the
preaching of the kingdom of God . Education is indispensable . At
one point, Moffett insisted that every time a church was built,
Christians should build a school next to it. He himself founded
more than 200 schools, everything from primary schools , te
commercial high schools to a college and a seminary . Had not
Christ called his disciples to "teach. .all things, whatsoever I

have commanded you”? But education f too , is secondary ^ he said

,

and should not precede angelism but follow it after the church
is established , anajjs^oul*? give priority to the nurture and •

growth of the Christian community.

c . And finally, emphasis on "Scripture as the standard of
Holy Living". The theology of those early missionary pioneers in
Korea is sometimes caricatured by modern revisionist historians
as a narrow, intolerant, insensitive fundamentalism. But that is
poor history . It judges ^he past by the present, and thereby
distorts it • It wrenches out of its own context, and demands
that it conform. tp^T^conte-jrb it never knew.

(

That is like criticizing
Sccra^es . Marx^ ; or assailing Jesus
for not politie i revoinrtrioii against the Roman empire,
a f . [Never mind that when Jews did revolt
the jf

J

los t their^rreedom forever, while paradoxically Jesus 1 s non-
violent spiritual revolution conquered Rome itself ]

.

No, the early missionaries were not fundamentalists . Modern
fundamentalism had not even been invented baclc in 1900 . Moffett 1 s
theology was not fundamentalism, but 19th century evangelicalism.
It was the theology of the great American Protestant consensus that
grew out of the early great American "awakenings" of the 18th century

.

It was not divisive and polemic like the later 20th century
fundamentalism that tore the American church apart into bitter,
warring segments, liberals against conservatives , and modernists
against fundamentalists . JT ^ ^

li”
f theology had been formed in a ghgnif ioant part by

the mediating spirit of his theology teacher. Professor Herrick
Johnson of r C.V.-larjQ McCormick Seminary, whose basic
thrust was, "If the roots are sound, differences in the leaves
don * t really matter" . Johnson was conservative, but tolerant . At
one point he even defended a book by Charles Briggs whom some were
accusing of modernist heresy

.

- 19 -



So also Moffett • He wrote , "There can be no compromise when
there is a ’’Thus saith the Lord", but there is "the greatest liberty-
in non-essent ials " . William 31air (in "Precious Memories of Dr.
Samuel A . Moffett " ) relates a revealing incident from a period when
some members of the mission were trying to limit membership in the
mission to premiH^nni.^ 1 i .srs alono. Mosf et L was a mild,
undogmat ic premi llennialist , but felt going too far. When
he was asked , "But was there ever a time when you did not hope that
Christ might return soon?", he hesitated, then said with a disarming
smile / "Well

,
yes . Just before I was about to be married " • The

mission dropped its case against dissenters on non-essentials

.

It was his emphasis on the authority of the Bible as "the
only infallible rule of faith and practice" (the last phrase , "of
faith and practice "is important, and distinguishes evangelicalism
from fundamentalism) that formed the theological roots of Moffett '

s

involvement in the Korean Independence Movement of 1919, and of his
successful protest against the Japanese prohibition of teaching the
Bible in Christian schools / and of his final, but unsuccessful , con-
frcntation with the Japanese military on the issue of compulsory
Christian attendance at Japanese Shinto shrines • It was for this that
after 46 years in Korea he was expelled by the Japanese . Like Luther
he took his stand on Scripture, "No other gods before me”, and like
Luther he was ready to take the consequences

•

I began by looking at my .father as a Scot . But it is not his
Scottish lyric vision for the church, nor the fire of his Scottish
gospel preaching , nor his practical / Scottish common-sense theology
that I want you to remember . I think I would rather have you
remember that, by the time he left Korea he was more Korean than
Scottish. He lived only^hree more years after the Japanese forced
him' out, and in California rr^e^^eople in the post office smi iai and
still remembef^ him coming to the window and asking for stamps . "Sam
cWpn- i." , he would say , and then shake his head when he saw their
* uncomprehending looks . After 46 years in Korea he was ra c Korean ^ *

American

.

se . n r•

i

dence . And when he
was finally asked tc organize the church as more than a collection
of separate Korean congregations under missionary control / he made
sura that it would be a Korsan church • With Kiel Sun-Joo , his student
and closest associate , he labored to frame a constitution, that would
combine Biblical theology with Presbyterian representational,
democratic government , and Korean independence with respect for
Korean traditions.

He has been cal. .ed the principal architect of the Korean
Presbyterian church . He was elected its first moderator when the
first y. r presbytery was organ iz^d^in 1907 as a self-governing
church . For years its first ordaineorruni sters were all his former
students . a. K— cU A

I am proud to be his son • But l ju- niui jl Tij today as we

other Americans were

- 20 -



celebrate the 100th anniversary of his landing in Korea , and
the 89th anniversary of his founding of this the first Protestant
seminary in Korea, I am more proud of those students of his , and
of their sons and daughters, and grandsons and granddaughters,
abd great-grandsons and great-grandaughters , and of what you have
done during these past 100 years by ^the grace of God and the power
of the Spirit . Through the Korean church you have changed Korea

.

And now through your own missionaries you yourselves are reaching
out across the whole world . How things have changed since my
father, as moderator of your first presbytery commissioned your
first missionary , Yi Ki-Poong , 83 years ago , the man who had
led the mob who stoned him in the streets of Pyenyang only 16
years earlier

.

No one worlcs alone for Christ . There are always those who
have gone before , and those who come after, and the great work:
goes on . So I think / in closing that father might like me to
sav for him, something like this Others planted -- Saw Sang-Yoon

,

Dr. Allen, Underwood ; I vatered--and many will plant and many
have watered after me. But it is God who gives the increase , and
to Him be all the glory

.

—— Samuel Hugh Moffett
Seoul, Korea
Way io , yu

21-
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Kit DR. YONG GIL MAENG» PRESIDENT
PRESBYTERIAN COLLEGE & THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY
3S3 kWANGJANG-0ONG f SUNQDONG-KU
SEOUL 9 1 33-756 KOREA

FROMs G. THOMPSON BROWN t DECATUR, GEORGIA, USA APRIL 30, 1990

Lecture for Samuel Moffett Dav« hav 1B» 1990
Presby t«»v i an Y uif i i «i t

!'“ "•" y, Ki»f im

SAMUEL MOFFETT AND THE NEVIUS PLAN

L)n© hundred ymmru Ago « June 7 » 1 890 9 Dr - and Mrs . John L •

Nevius « veteran Presbyterian missionaries to Ch i

i

to
Seoul, fhey had been invited by the seven young Presbyterian
miscionar ies just beginning their mission work * The young mis
sionar ies had read some articles Dr . Novius had written and
thought he might be able to give them some advise as they began
their mission work . Dr . and Mrs # Nevius stayed in Seoul about
two vweeke and then traveled on to Pusan on the i r way to
Some have cal led th© Nevius visit the most influential two weeks
in the h i story of the Presbyterian Mission in Korea

.

Dr, Samuel Moffett had been in Korea only a few months when
Dr. and Mrs . Nevius arrived. He was y©d s old. Nev i u& was
61 . On® mas just beginnings the other ned ing th© end of an
illustrious missionary caroor . The conversations made an i

n-

dolibl© impression on the younger man . He writes of the ox
pmr i vnc« in these words

:

F onn his r a ch twenty-five y«ars of experience Dr Nevius
talked to us young m©n and planted in our hearts the seed
thoughts of main principles. From him came the two great
principles in our work__th© 0ibl© Claes system and self
support . . -From these talks and from his book on Methods o f

M ^ ss ^ o n Work » the Korea Mission dor i v»d in«»t imab le benefit
-a 1 though p in the development of these ideas > local condi
t ions and our exp©r ionce • • • led to great mod i f i ca 1 1 one

.

(Clark 1937sB4)

The Nov i us Plant as it c sme to be called was ©nthuft i as-
tically adopted by the early Presbyterian missionaries and in
1991 it was writ ten into the rules of the mission. In 1 096 the
rules were s t r ©ng then so that each missionary even in the use of
persona 1 funds » was required to follow the P 1 an . Dr . Nevius’s
little book Thg Planting and Development of Missionary Churches
was requ i red read i ng for all new m i as i onar i es . Each as given a

copy on arrival i n Korea • Dr . Moffett led the way in app lying
the Plan in the planting of churches in Pyongyang . When Southern
Pr© by t©r i an missionar ies arrived in 1 898 they fo 1 lowed the
ex amp 1 e of the i r Northern cousins and adopted the Nevius plan. I

can remember thd t when I arrived in 1 953 being told that the
••Three Selfs', of the Nev i u& p 1 an (Self-Government Self-Support
And Se 1 f Propagat ion) were th» principle® by which we must w r k .

Tho Bible* The Nev i us Plan and the good taste of K

i

mch i --here
\Ai ro threo thing that wer© not to b« doubted l
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Dr . Char 1 es Allen Cl ark in his book The Nevius Plan of

Mission Uiork in Korea makes the case that the Nevius Plan mas the
principle reason for tho rapid development of the Presbyterian
Church in Korea • The growth of tho church in China was much %

much slower because the missionaries there had rejected the Plan
which Dr . Nevius had tried to put into effect . It was too
radical for the China mission. Dr, Cl ark analyses other reason
often given for the rap id grawth of the Pr ©Bby tor i an Church i

n

Korea • These may have been helpful but he concludes with th©s©
words

i

Humanly speak 1 no 9 the Noviuc Methods have been the f i n^-1

determining factor in the results at tai ned in Korea. (Clark
1937:570)

Over fifty years have now passed since Dr, Clark made his
study of the Nevius Plan in Korea • This occasion when we are
honoring the arrival of Dr . Samue 1 Moffett in Korea 9 might be a

sui table occasion for a n®w look at the Nevius plan and its
relationship to the growth of the Korean church . I say this for
thr«o reasons

•

(1 F irst t This year is not only the centennial of the
arrival of Dr • Moffett in Korea : it is also the centennial of the
historic visit of Dr . N©vius to Korea . One hundred years have
now passed cine# the introduction of the Nevius Plan . Tremendous
change® have now taken p

l

aco

.

The Korean Church has grown to a

degree that could not even have been imagined by Drc . Moffett and
Nevius . Its t i me for a reappr«isal

.

<£• But there i s a second reason for a new look at the
Nevius Plan. Across tho Yellow Sea in the 1 and where Dr . Nev i ue
1 abor*d and where he tried to put into effect hie plan, a revolu-
tion and a ©birth have taken place. The revolution esme in 19 9
with the coming to power of the Communist . Later during the
C*u 1 tura 1 Revolution ( 1 9^6-7^ > All the churches in Ch i na were
closed. Th» rebirth came in 1 979 when the Christian churches
were reopened and u>ier e filled to overflowing with people. for
the past ten year 5 churches i n Ch i na have been begun ( or re-
opened ) d t the rate of about two a day ! And the remarkable
rebirth has been under the leadership of what is called n The
Thr g Self Movement 11 Self-Government Self-Support, and Self—
Propaga t ion). Mere i s the same old watchword of the Nevius Plan!
Th» quest ion we need to dSk 1 1 s th®re a connection between the
1 year old Nevius Plan and tho church that has emerged from the
shadows of the Cultural Revo 1 u t i on?

(3)- There is a 3rd reason why 1 t is appropriate to look
again a t the Nevius Plan. The Korean Presby ter i an Church is now
engaged in its own missionary enterprise* Missionaries of the
Presby ter i an !hu ch of Korea are now serving in at least SO
countries of th© world. What are the policies and plans by which
they will work? Does the Nev i us P 1 an i^h i ch played so important
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d ro 1 e in the history of the Christianity in Korea have anything
to contribute to the wo Id wid® mission progr am of the PCK?
And so let us now proceed with the questions

UNO UAS THIS MAN JOHN L. NEVIUS AND WHAT UAS HIS PLAN?

John and Helen Nevius arrived in Ningpo » a port city in
southern China in th© yoar 1 B54 • They were young "newlyweds"
having been mar led a few months before they sailed from Boston
to Shanghai in a sailing ship around Capa of Good Hop* . Th»i

r

ship » buffeted by storms most of th© way and the journey took
•i m long months • Ningpo w on© of thm u Tr»«ty Port*" which been
opened to th« residence of foreign traders and missionaries
following the end of the "Opium War " . Ningpo was the first p 1 ace
where the Am«r i can Pr©sby ter i ans began to work and they had been
there about ten years when the N«vlu« 1

c» arrived* The progress of
the work Mas very f very slow.

After four yoarc » John and Hsian Nevius mov»d to Hangchow 9

which mas just being opcrnvd . But ant i-foreign feel ing was so
strong that they Mere forced to leave • Mrs . Noviuft 1 e health
broke down because of the hot « damp climate and the Mission Board
transferred th«m to work in Japan. But Nevius could not forget
his call of the Lord to work in China. And so after some months
in Japan he proposed that they be transferred to Nor th China
Mhore the climate Mould better for Mrs . Neviuc and where
add i t iona 1

M treaty por t» M had recently be«n opened • I n 1861 they
moved to Tung-Ch w» a port city on the northern coast of Shantung
Provi nco . John Nov iue travelod widely throughout Shantung preach-
i ng th» gospel in country villages. Mrs. Nevius established a

school for girls.

Theso wero difficult yoars for mission work in north China.
In 1862 f

i

vq of the N vlu« ' s mifisionary colleagues and four
missionary children died during a cholera epidemic- It was a

t im» of revolution and change . Band i ts roamed the countryside

.

From time to time ther« was violent opposition to the presence of

the missionaries* At such times when thoir 1

i

v©r were in danger
thci mis«ion«ric» appealed to their government for help and on
several occasions th»y were evacuated by British or American gun
bo atm • Bu t thm call for thm gunboatm did not help • 1 1 simply
i ncreased the resentment and hostility* In later yoar s » Nevius
aid th« i r policy n«v»r to appea 1 for help to ask help from
the gunboats* It was a lesson well learned

.

In 1871 Dr and Mrs Nevius move to th* port city of Chef oo

.

It was that they 1 1 v«d th longest and did their most
QffQC t i ve work • In 1077 a t«rr ible famine swept through Shantung
Province. For the next yoar N9vius did famine r»l i®f work
travel ing far and wide with grain dnd money to help destitute
vi 1 1 ages • Th i * «xp«r

i

9ncm may have been a turning point. They
i^ere non usual 1 y welcomed by vi 1 lag»ro wherever they went

.

Nov i uc was a man with many new ideas • He urged the mission
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to begin a theological school for the training of Chinese mi ni s-

t ers . Me proposed that a Synod of all China be formed . When the
synod was formed in 1870 he was elected the first moderator

.

Nevius advocated c loser relationships with other denomi ns t ions

.

He wrote a number of books including one entitled Ch

i

ha and the
Ch

i

nemm and another on demon posBussion • He worked on a manua

1

for workers 1 n village church*® that mas us^d all over China.

Somet im« in the mid 1070s ho began work in a new count ry
field somo three hundred miles inland from Chefoo • This gave h ifn

an opportunity to devel ope a new plan for starting churches . In
18B0 he wrote to the Board Secretary in N*w York t "I am trying to
mdke^ the work i ndeoendont and coif support i nq from the first."
(Helen Neviua 1 895 j 361 > This mas a revolutionary new idea . I he
traditional method for star ting churches had been to build the
church with mission funds and then send in paid Chinese "helpers"
to do the preach i ng . In time it was hoped that the subsidies
could be reduced and the churches would become self-suppor ting

.

But it hadn’t worked that wgay* Once the subsidies began with
foreign money it became very difficult for the churches no t to
keep on depending on foreign aid • As long as some were being paid
to do ov^ngel i st lc wor k > it was difficult to get anyone to do i t

on a vo 1 untsor basis*

Nev iu5 ? s plan Mas very different, Th© Christians would be
asked to provide their own places of worship __generally a large
room in a private home . Worship was be led by volunteer Chr i s-
tians who lived in the vi 1 lage . These leaders would be given
training in the annual Bible Clas«9« held i n d central place.
Church leaders who attended the Bible Classes would be provided
food and lodging while in training and transpor tat ion expense to
get back home again , Where i t was necessary for the leader* to
take responsibility for more than one mcQt i ng point some finan-
cial help would be provided. Nevlus udua 1 1 y had two paid ass i

s-
t ant s . 11 the others were volunteers or those paid by local
churches* It mas a large field with a population of about three
million dnd extended several hundred mi les in each direct ion

.

Nev ius visited his church#® twice a year usual ly on a three
months trip in the spring and again 1 n the fall. He trave 1 ed the
long d i stances by wheelbarrow, horse or on foot

.

N®vius wrot© that his principles ^ere the results of years
of experience and bit ter fAilur»s. H© also felt that he
following scriptural principles and was working the same way as
the Apostle Pau

1

. He put great emphasis on such wrsee as 1 Cor
7 i HO "Let each man abide in the calling wherein he was called".
Christianity should disturb as little as possible th© social
relations of its adherents • To take a now be 1 i ever out of his
calling, whether he was a farmer or shopkeeper and pay him to do
the work of witnessing to Chr is t often did more harm than good

.

The use of foreign funds for all this made it appear that Chr i
s-

t i an i ty Md a foreign religion dependent upon foreign funds under
the control of foreign agents » < John L • Nevius i 1B99:19

3



5

Nevius felt it was more important for a Christian to excel
in his own business and thus demonstrate the viability of Chr is-
t i ani ty to non Christians than to become a professional Christian
who received his living from foreign agents . ( Nevius 1099^24)

.

Mor© ©mphas i e as put on teaching than on the pub lie preach 1 ng of
the Word. Converts were instructed in the catechism, in Bib 1«
memory work and in prayers . After attending services for six
months they wor© eligible for baptism.

As the years went by Nevlufi f»l t that hie new plan wae
succeed i ng . The number of meeting p 1 ac»a inerwas d to ovmr 60

•

One thousand adult were bap t i zed in the first seven years. On
on© country itineration trip in 1883 he baptized a total of 209
adults and mor« than EO chi ldr«n

.

But the long country trips were exhaust i ng and as he grew
older N©vius found he hdd difficulty keeping it up • In 1 087 h©
resigned his country churches and devoted dll his time to teach-
i ng and writing. It was h i » hope that younger missionar les would
carry on he had don© f but apparent 1 y this did not happen • So
the Nev i us "experiment” came to an end after no t more than 10 to
1 ? year s « Thro© years after the historic visit to Korea that
have described N«v i us died rather suddenly at his home in Chef
and ugds bur i ed in the missionary cemot©ry overlooking the Yellow
Sea • Ho was 6A years old.

There is no evidence that the Nevius Plan had much effect on
mission policy in China . Many articles appear in the pr) nesc
Recorder on the lack of self support and th® n«sd for stewardship
education. A self-governing se 1 f-suppor ting* se lf-pr pa ating
church was everybody ?

5 goal but it was a^fiumvd that this would
only come i n th© later s t &g»s of mi ss ionary work. The genius of
Nevius 1 s p 1 an 9 Mhor s it sharp ly parted compAny with th® p\

m m-
vailing policies of the day > that there should be "Three-
Sel

f

M church from the very beginning

.

Seven yea s after Nev lus * death , Dr Calvin Mateer f a co 1-

leagues of Nev i us in the Shantung Mission# wrote a review of the
Nev i us Methods in which he severe 1 y criticized th© plan. ( C 1 ark

i

44) He claims that the success of the plan as claimed by
Nev i us f mas an i 1 lusion* Th® roeul te were not lasting and aft ©
Ne v ius 9 s death the mission had to go back to the old methods in
order to salvage th© situation*

ulho was right Mdteer or Nevius? After 100 years its hard
to say . The fact is that in China the plan has no t used Over a

long ©nough per i od to mak* a judgement • And for it to succeed i

t

would have* needed the full support of th© who 1 e 9hantung fii5*ion-

-which it never recei ved

•

In 1927 Robert E . Speer and Hugh T . Kerr mad© a survey of

the mission work in China, Korea and Japan for the Mission Board -
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The Survey is critical of the policies of th© China missions i

n

regard to the matter of self-support. Speer writes that at times
h and Dr . Kerr were "driven nearly to clR^pAir in di pushing the
ideal of self-suppor t with Chinese groups" and he found some of
the miSftionaricB just as difficult to deal with. They had become
so accustomed to the use of money and found it much quicker and
easier to roly on foreign funds than push for sel f-sappor t . They
did find one Lutheran mission which using with good results
the "old* much antagonized but apparently indestructible ideas of
the "Mevius Plan 1

'
. (Speer &. Korr 19S7 3B07) .

The findings of the survey vgas that "Clearly something must
be done" about th© fai lure to develop a self-supporting Pres
by t»r i an church in China. They compare the statistics of the
Presbyter i«n churches in China with those of Kor ©a . At that t ime
there were only 3S se 1 f-suppor t i ng churches in all the Pres-
by ter i an China mi ss ions . In Korea there were 5 7 self-supporting
churches! ( Speer b Kerr S88 Truly an ama2 i ng comparison es
pecially when you consider that the Presbyter i an work in Chins
bogan 47 years before it began in Korea

!

Ulha t can we now say about th© Nevius plan and its cont r i bu-
t ion to the Procby t©r i an Church of Korea?

< 1 . f he Ncv ius Plan did make a unioue contribution to the
to the devol opmgnt of the Presbv ter i an Church of Korea as—

§

set f-qovernina < sel f-auppor t i no > and self-prop ao at i no church a Dv

Clark ? e major thesis developed 50 years ago still stands

.

And yet we must rem»mb®r , as Dr • Moffett said they made
greflit modifications in the plan. One of these was certainly made
by Dr . Moffett himself in the field of theological education.
One of the criticisms of Nevius Mas that he did not believe in s

trained mini c try . Cldrks 9 This mas h«rd 1 y th© case f r

Nev ius was one of the f i r^t in the Shantung Mission to advocate
the found i ng of a seminary . But this wae blocked because they
could not agree on its location. Mrs, Nevius writes in 1895 ( 35
years after the work had begun in Shantung ) there mas still no
theological seminary and that this was a great loss for the
church - (Helen Nevius S91 ) . Thee development of theological
education in China certainly lagged far beh i nd Korea . In Korea
due to the pioneering work done by Dr, Moffett that w© are
celebrating today % just S3 years af t®r tho missionaries f i r «

t

arrived the first c 1 ass of the seminary had been graduated

.

( 5 ) But there erg other factors other tiian th& _Nevius Plan
wh_L£*l _ c ntr lbuted to the Qr owth of the Presby ter i an Church in
Korea whi ch Dr . Clark i thcr minimi zps or i onorgg One of these
would bp th© distinctive features of Korean Christianity i tself
that can no t be? attributed to any foreign sour ca • Christianity
grew and developed the way i t did in Korea because of the unique
religious cultural and social characteristics of the Korean
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peop 1 e # And this can no t bo attributed to any foreign missionary
method . Consider » for example the ear ly translations of Scrip —

ture into Hangul and the introduction of Christianity through
traveling Korean Christian from Manchuria. This was even before
th© arrival of th© m

i

bs i onar i es • Some Korean church h i s to r i ans
would attribute the growth of Christianity in Korea to the early
morning prayer m»ot ings . They did not get from Nevius and
certainly not f r om the missionaries

(

1 here is another f ac tor which Dr . Clark hardly mentions
which certainly helps to account for the f ac t that Christianity
grew faster in Korea than in China, Christianity was introduced
in China aa a part of the colonial system from the West, The
rights of the missionaries were pro tec ted by th© unequal treat ies
signed as a result of the Opium Wars. From time to time they were
defended by British and Amer lean gun-boats . 1 n the eyes of many
patriotic Chinese, Chr ict iani ty mas identified with th© colonial
system . Christian converts were considered agents of a foreign
power . Ch i n©se patriots said : "one more Christian meant on© less
Ch i

.

"

but again in Korea it mac very different. The colonial
power in Korea mas not one of the so called “Christian” countries
of the West » but Japan . And th© cause of Chr i at i ani t y was 1 den-
t i f i ed with th© cause of independence and f r eedom for th© Korean
people. One half of the signers of the Independence declaration
of 1919 Mere Christians and most of these were Prosby ter i ans

.

Again and -again miss i onar i es took the? side of Koreans against th©
Japanese oppressors. Her© again a prime example would be Dr

.

Moffett - In th© Conspiracy Trials of 1912 and in th© 1 ndepen-
denc© Movement of 1919 his identification with Korean patriots is
well know . He was ©l©ct©d moderator of the General Assembly in
1919 for any Korean elected to that position that year would have
had his life in danger . The missionaries were able to rouse
^or ldvMide pub lie op l n ion against Japansse militarism which held
in check to com® ®m tent Japanese atrocities*

In short th» d i ffor once between China and Korea was this:
1 n Lhina Christianity and Nat i ona 1 i sm wor® seen as apposite
forces competing against on© another . In Korea they were seen d

mutual 1 y supportive. How Important it is for tho Christian
movement not to become identified with any colonial terns of
opprosBion

I

( 3 ) A Ihird (Jbsar vat ioni The Nev i us P 1 an was dea i q ned f or
w r n th» pioneer stages of the development of Chr 1 i t Y i n

a predom i na tc 1 v rural socictv. Ono can not aseijme that it will
fit all the situations today • Today w© must deal with the high
cost of land > high rise apartment complexes and s tandArds o f

living. All this means that initial ly more money mu9 t be
invested in the planting of churchoc i n any urban setting. And
because of higher educational expectations it is more important
today to «tart with an educated clergy*



1 oday v one should no t try to reduplicate all the details of
the Nevius system but ho should look at the principles which lay
behind the plan. The indigenous nature of Christianity f the
necessity for relating the Gompol to th» local context the
impor t anco of not making Christianity dependent upon foreign
funds or leadership__ these principles which grow out of the
Novius plan are as good today as they were 100 years ago

•

( ^ . A f our th obccrvat ion . We np^d to ask what is the el at 1 on-
shie. between the Plan advQcat^d bv Dr » Nevius 100 years aoo and
the current 11 Three Self Movement M in China today , Each eenpha-
sl zes the same words : Self_suppor

1

1 self-government 9 self
propagation* But i e th©r© is difference?

Th© leaders of the Thre© 6©lf Movement in China today have
not » to my knowledge # mentioned the name of John L . Nevius or
commented on the plan to tried to introduce 100 years ago . I am
no t sure that they are acquainted with his writings. They trace
their movement to its beginning in 1949 when the communist regime
took over China and i t became necessary for Christianity to come
to terms v in somo May f with th« nvw masters of China. The
founder of the movement was V . T . Ulu » who got the "Three-Self
Principles" from early Pro Ant missionary writings,

F-rom th© writings of Bi shop K . H . Ting the pr»s idsnt of the

Fhree-Se \

f

Movement in China today » i t p QQ i b 1

0

1 I think, to

make some comparison® between the Nevius Plan and the Chinese
Thr©o Sml

f

Movement today

•

Ui shop Ting would » 1 think would aoo laud the general
d i r ec ti ns _of_ the plan but ou Id sav that 1 1 did not go nearly
f ar enough , Ting is apprec 1 at i v» of tho work of the ear 1

y

Protestant miesionar ios but critic! zes the missionary movement
because of its c lose links with tho colonial system and the
U unequa 1 treat i es 1

Western powers

•

that wer forced on the Chinese people by the

To be a true Uh i nese "Thre©-Solf Church" the church must
not only rely on its own financial resources but it must be
develop© Chinese cultural patters f Chinese art forms Chinese
hymn tunes % Chinese theology.

Whereas Novius put hi» primary emphasis on "cel f-cuppor

t

"

th© advocates of the "Three Self Movement M today would put the
emphas i s on " 1 f-go vornmont " . It wasn’t just tho dependence on
foreign funds that deprived the church of its feel f-hood , it was
th© fact that missionaries were to slow to turn over the control
ot church dgonc i os and i n»t i tut ions • This was certainly miich
slower in China than it mas in Korea • Even in th© churches b»gun
by Dr Nevius » the election of elders by the local congregations
did not com® until 188^ __ 10 years after he had initiated
h i & plan. ( He lon Nevius ^15)

Today the Ch i " Three-Self Movement " insists that the
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<5, Une more quest ion must be raised • UJhat contribution
the Ngvi us P 1 an make for the qrocont Uorld Mission program of
Hresby ter i an Lhur ch in Kor Qa?

1 oday no on© plan could possib lo work in a 1 1 the different
countr i to which the Pr»*by ter i an Church of Korea has sent its
missionaries. But th® pr i nc ip l»s which lay behind the Nevius
Plan do have relevance today . How important it i 9 to understand
the cultural context of the people to whom we take the gospel \

How necessary it is to avoid all foroign elements that might
become stumbling blocks! A high priori ty must be placed on the
development of local leadership in each location!

Th© success of the Nev iua Plan mas due in par t to the fact
fchat it had th» near unanimou® support of all Presby ter i an
missionaries in Korea who fo 1 lowed through in its application
over a long period of time. plan any plan is better than no
plan! Perhaps a danger facing the World Mission enterprise of
th^ Korean Presbyterian Church is that its work will proceed
haphazardly* Individual miss i onar i cs may do good work but the
result® of what they do might be multiplied by a consistent p

1

that all would support over a significant per i od of time.

1 he Korean Church in its missionary outreach has a distinc-
tive contribution to make to th© cause of world evangel

i

2 ation.
You hdve much to contribute to the world mi asion program of the
Presbyteridn Church USA * Wo have been in th® business a long
time, Ule have developed all kinds of mission plans and policies
and u gu i de- 1 i nes " and procedures and manual s • Too many in fact 1

What w© lack is your enthusiasm and zmml . Maybe by putting
together our love of plans with your enthusiasm and zeal we can
help each o thet and advance the kingdom of God

!

Dr Sdmuel Moffett in d report to his homo board seventy-f i vo
year« Ago speaks to us today • ( 8 « A . Moffett and J . E . Adams %

191^:11) He speaks of the Presbyterian mi Bcionar ies--thei

r

“consistent, unwaver I ng f and almost unanimou* support" in follow
ing the Nevius Plan. H© speaks of th© ults which wore
achieved i n Korea hich proportionately were higher than those
achieved by any other Presbyterian mi«sions in other lands . 3 t

above dll he spedks of th© " ardent gyanacl i»t ic char AC tgr of the
Korean Churj h_M > Without this f even with the best of plans
nothing could have been accomp 1 1 ehed

l

2

(Church must stand on its own and rely on its own resources. 1

1

does not ask for dnd will not accept *ny foreign funds for its
admini strat ion its maintenance , its institutional life. It does
however f cooperate with churches and friends from abroad who wish
to join with thorn in making a contribution to the life of the
Chinese peopl© in educational • medical f and social service
pro j©c t«

,

q
e.

a

hi

c.

t
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